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· While the study offers valuable long-term (7-year) insights, how this study advances beyond existing regional fluoride studies in Tamil Nadu.

· Reliance on simple Pearson correlation and linear regression is limiting. Consider including multivariate analysis to strengthen interpretation of inter-parameter relationships.

· Several figures (1 to15) are mentioned but not clearly presented with legends or captions in the provided text. Each figure should have a clear title, description, and axis labels.

· The study mentions 55 villages but lacks a map of the sampling sites and risk zones. Give spatial map for enhance the hydrogeochemical interpretation and risk visualization.

· The questionnaire-based health assessment is interesting but needs more details in gender distribution like age groups, validation, ethical approval. Add statistical analysis.

· The manuscript is clear overall but somewhat verbose. Sentences can be shortened and technical repetition reduced for conciseness.

· Discussion mostly reiterates results. It should further interpret why certain parameters (K⁺, HCO₃⁻, Na⁺) correlate with F⁻ and how this relates to geochemical equilibria.

· Author should mention whether raw data or supplementary tables will be made available for reproducibility.
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· In Abstract section “R²≈0.187 for K”, mention “explained 18.7% of variance” for nontechnical clarity.

· Replace “Concurrent with” in “Alongside”.

· In introduction section, Mention specific Indian states with similar geogenic fluoride problems for context.

· Merge overlapping sentences about WHO and BIS limits for brevity.

· In Literature Review section avoid repetition of same fluoride source explanation in condense first two paragraphs.
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· Authors should clarify whether samples were collected from.

· Must add detection limits and instruments in ion-selective electrode model.

· In methodology section, specify how many samples per year.

· Explain why 1.5 mg/L was used as upper threshold instead of 1.0 mg/L (WHO limit).

· Mention quality assurance in duplicates, blanks, calibration.

· Clarify statistical software used in this work like SPSS, or R.

· In results section Include standard deviation or error bars for fluoride concentration by village. Figures 3 to14 should be accompanied by regression equations and R² values in text.

· Describe whether regression was significant i.e p-value < 0.05.

· Include a table summarizing Likert responses (% per symptom).

· In discussion section Compare your R² values with other studies directly in a small summary table.

· Interpret why post-monsoon fluoride increased in some areas 

· Discussion: Link findings to fluoride-bearing minerals mentioned in Literature Review.

· Add practical mitigation examples 

· Avoid rhetorical questions convert to factual statements.

· Emphasize the significance of weak R² (<0.2) and what it implies for prediction.

· In conclusion, section Quantify the percentage of samples exceeding permissible limits.

· Add a line connecting fluoride predictors to future monitoring protocols.
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